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THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL
OF THE UNITED BTATES

WABHINGTON, D.C. 20848

LL’ / "!LI ’ _
FiLg: B-183563 pate: JUL 141976 ¢7%23

MATTER OF: H. M. Christopherson - travel expenses -
transportation for house hunting

DECISION

DIGEST: Employee may not be reimbursed for travel expenses
incurred in connection with a house hunting trip in-
cident to a transfer of permanent duty station where
employea subsequently declines to transfer for personal
reasons; nor may she be reimbursed for the sxpenses
of the trip on the grounds that she actually conducted
business while on the trip since no written authore
ization for such trip has been submitéed.

This action concerns a request by an authorized certifying
officer of the Engrzy Research and Development Administration |
for an advance decision whether a c¢laim by H. M. Christopherson
for travel expenses may be paid.

The record reveals that on Augzust 9, 1974, an authorization
was issued and approved for a change of the permanent station of
Mrs, H. M. Christopherson from Oakland, California, to German-
town, Maryland. Mrs. Christopherson, after executinz a service
agreement, was authorized a house hunting trip for herself and
her spouse for the period Auzust 12-16, 1974. Mrs. Christopherson
and her husband commenced the house hunting trip on Auzust 11,
1974, traveling by air from San Francisco to Washinzton. On
August 12, 1974, Mrs., Christopherson advised the Personnel
Office bhat sne had decided not to effect the transfer since her
husband was unwillins to make the move. At that time, the
Personnel Office requested Mrs. Christopherson to remain at
Germantown in a temporary duty status until August 16, 1974.

Mrs, Christopherson did remain and perform official business
through Auzust 16, 1974. M. and Mrs. Christopherson then returned
to San Francisco on August 17, 1974,

Section 5724a(a)(2) of title 5 of the United States Code
authorizes an employee reimbursement of transportation expenses
to seek permanent quarters at the new official station when both
the old and new stations are located within the continental
United States. The implementating Federal Travel Regulations (FTR),
paragraph 2-4.5Ja, provides that: : ' '
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"asfter emplcyee's ogreement to transfer. k-
trip Tor TINOIGE FeEidencs q 4
pot be permitted at Government expense until
after an emplayee hes sgreed to the transfer
and the date of the transfer has been estedb- -
1isbed, ond shall act be euthorised under

. gireumstances vhere a purposs of the trip
18 to permit the explayes to decide vhether
he vill accept the transfer. If an exployes
sccepts a tranefer and, after making e trip
+0 the nevw station for the purpose of inding
pemenentqmrberlorufterthctpcunhaa
msds such 8 trip, declines tho transfer, he
49 subject to the provisiops of 2-1.5a{1) coa-
cerning recovery ¢of amcunts reixbursed for
um1¢‘ .

mme-x.sa(x)(.)ammwmmmwm', |

. "a # & In copnectiom vith the transfer of
enployees betwecn officlal gtations within

the conterminous United Stetes, expenses for
travel, transpartstion, moving and/cr etorage

of household goods, and allowances &g rrovided

in these regulatirns shall not bo alloved

wmless and witil the employee selected for such
tranzfer agrees in vriting to remain in the

gervice of the Government for 12 sonths follow-

ing the effective date of <ransfer, unlcte
seperated fcr resgcns bejomd his eantrol and

vnlegs gceeptadle to the agency concerned.

In czse of & viclstion: of such an egreenent,
{ncluding feilure to effect the transfer, 80y

funds expended by the United Etatee for sush
travel, transpoertation end gllowances shall _
2 recovereble from the individusl concerned # & ¥\

: The requircment in the first semtence of FIR 2-1.5%a(1)(s)

that the erployce executs s service agreesent is @ condition

' precedant to the payment of relocatiocn expenpea. 54 Comp. Gen.
T3, T3 (197h). ohe record in the present case indicastes that on
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 August 2, 19Th, the erplayee signed a ur'ricc cgreement. thus

caplying vith this conditiom.

The second gentence of FIR 2-1.5a(1)(s) epociﬁel that
failuvre by an erployee to effect the transfer masy constitute o
violsticn of the cervice sgreement. The recard in the present
cage indfcates that the employea, subsequent to the axecution
of the eepvice sgreement, for perecnal reasons declined to effect
the trznsfer. Secticms 2-4.3s and 2-1.52(1)(&) of the PIR
require that the exployeo cormplate his trensler to reczive travel
azd tronsportation benafita. Cf. B-183601, March &b, 1976. .

"In the cesent case, there 1s no indicstion in the recard that

the reasan for the erpinyee not effecting the trensfer wos not
cowpletely within the ewployse's control o that her trevel
arder vas cancelled foy official ressoms., The record indicstes
that the reason the employee di4 not trensfor ves perecnel,
nanely, thot her huaband wves unwilling to make the zove,.
Accordingly, reimbursement for “use mmting exnenses pareusnt
to 5 U.E.C, S7cie and the mplementing regulation, may not .be

- allowed.

¥e have alsoc been rtq'wsted to determine vhother the ex-
penseg incurred by Mre. Chrigtopberson ccuid bte reimburssdls on
the grounds thet after her srrival in Germantovn, che was
inntructed to snd did perfoarm officizl husiness functions.
Peragroph 1-1.% of the FIR provides as follovs:

®1-1.4. Authority for travel. Excert as
cthervise provided by law, all travel :i.z1}
be either autherigzed e epnroved by tha hiead
.of ths egency cr by en cificinl to wleor guch
euthority has been deler»ivd. Ordinari:y, an
avthorization shall be fesued priae to the
incurronce of the expensee. The suth-rigation
shall bo as specific as yoesible Iin tho circum~
stanccs o8 to the travel to Yo moriirmad.”

- The ebove provision and its predeccascr in the Standardiged

Travel Ragulations hsve been construed hy this Office as
requiring a vritten autharization or appz'ovnl. B-161431,
Fedruary 27, 1575.

There 18 no evidence that Mrs. Curistophersen received

~ written suthorization to travel for the purpose of performing

officisl business ot Carwnntown. Rether the travel authorizatioca
signad Auvgust 9, 197k, specified that the purposc of the trip
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was for hous2 huntinz. Thz decision to have “ra. Curistonherion
parfors of ficinl duties ai gersantown '/as apparently not sade
until aftar ra. Caristosrerson nad arrived in corraniodn an
2 house huntiae trip, ihe expenses oI wilch wers no. allowable
for tre preasons mentlosnsd ahova, Althouzh !irs. Coristepherson
-ay have perforusd official buziness vaile in Serranioun, sne i3
not entitled to tne oxpenses of nar travel to Guizantown sinca there
is no indication in the record that she received written zurhors
izztion to travel for the purpose of gerfor.ing teoporary duty.
>

sinilarly, the expenszas of Pra. Cnristopherson's retura to
Jakland, ¢alifor:is, =re not allowable. An euployec, utlecs
away froa hap official duty stzation on authoriz:d official
business, -ay not te allowed expenses ror ths cozt of rérurning
to hzr officizl duty station.  Jea B-1326413), Januaary 13, lu7%,
and cases clted thereia. :

Accoriinly, aince tro expenses o !'ra. vristooharcont's round
trip travel dotwean Jaxland and Gornantown are not allowasla
aither as a aouzs nuatlns trip or as an official buninews trip,
she is liabla for the azousnts almeady patd by thn Covernineat,
for suca travzl and she .ay-not be reiatursed for we azounts
clained in the praseat vouchsr for travel to and froa the alre
port or for per die: for her hushacd.

liowever, the aubmiszion shows that Mrc. Charistorherson was
orally authorizsd to reuain ia Germanctowi on official business,
prior to ner incurrcice of subsistence expenies, ard that sim
did porfors official susiness there through Ausust 15, 14974,
Therefore, il a writien authorizasvion for temporary July with
applicable per Jizt i3 lsauwd by the asesacy, ate -ay b reilbarsed
for thz per die: claized in the preseat voucher for the periua
sne Wan in texpurary duty status in . Cer-antoun. '
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